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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to correspondence filed 06 January 2006. 

2. Claims 1-11 and 18-19 remain pending. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure had been objected to because it contained an embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. Applicant's amendment to the 
specification filed 06 January 2006 has been entered into the record. The disclosure 
objection has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

4. Applicant's amendments to claims 1, 8, and 18 filed 06 January 2006 have been 
entered into the record. The claim objections have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Applicant's amendments to claims 4, 7, and 1 1 filed 06 January 2006 have been 
entered into the record. The claim rejections under 35 USC 112 have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entrtled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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7. Claims 1 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Tout (U.S. 6,182,148). 

8. Regarding claim 1 , Tout discloses a method of intelligent information processing 
in the Internet comprising: 

a) identifying whether an input is one of a URL address, English words, 
native language characters, and native language pronunciation notations 
(col. 5, lines 18-33); 

b) if the input is a regular URL, querying the input in a corresponding server 
through the Internet, and directly obtaining the query result therefrom (col. 
3, lines 53-59 and col. 5, lines 18-33); 

c) if the input includes the native language pronunciation notations, parsing 
the input against at least one phonetic spelling word list to find out 
corresponding Internet keyword, and then fetching a corresponding query 
result (col. 5, lines 18-33); and 

d) if the input includes characters of a native language, processing the input 
as a natural language input in a natural language table, and obtaining a 
desired Internet keyword, and fetching a corresponding query result of 
website URL (col. 5, lines 18-33). 

9. Regarding claim 18, Tout discloses a system of intelligent information processing 
in the Internet comprising: 

means for inputting a query string of words (col. 5, lines 18-33); 
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means for identifying whether an input of words is one of a URL address, English 
words, native language characters, and native language pronunciation notations 
(col. 5, lines 18-33); 

means for querying the input in a corresponding server through the Internet, and 
directly obtaining the query result therefrom if the input is a regular URL (col. 5, 
lines 18-33); 

means for parsing the input against at least one phonetic spelling word list to find 
out corresponding Internet keyword, and then fetching a corresponding query 
result if the input includes the native language pronunciation notations (col. 5, 
lines 18-33); and 

means for processing the input as a natural language input in a natural language 
table, and obtaining a desired Internet keyword, and fetching a corresponding 
query result of website URL if the input includes characters of a native language 
(col. 5, lines 18-33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in siection 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 2-3, 5-6, 8-9, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tout in vfew of Maruyama et al. (U.S. 5,835,924), hereinafter referred 
to as Maruyama. 
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1 2. Regarding claim 2. Tout discloses the method of processing native language 
characters and pronunciations (see col. 6, lines 18-33), but does not explicitly state the 
method used to perform the steps of processing, the steps being the determination of 
whether the notations are full phonetic spelling words or abbreviations of phonetic 
spelling words. However, Maruyama discloses language processing of both full and 
abbreviated words (see col. 7, lines 53-61 and col. 8, lines 15-31) and also the method 
of parsing an input string using a Chinese phonetic spelling word by using a dictionary 
(see col. 4, lines 34-45 and col. 7, lines 44-48). One of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention would have found it obvious to utilize the method 
disclosed by Maruyama to parse the input string using a dictionary in combination with 
the language, processing method disclosed by Tout. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to make such a combination because Tout's invention is 
intended to be used for many languages when handling domain queries, in this 
instance, one would be motivated to use the method disclosed by Maruyama in order to 
handle input queries submitted in Chinese (see Tout, col. 4, lines 18-30 and Maruyama, 
col. 1, lines 8-15). 

1 3. Regarding claim 3, as stated above for claim 2, Tout discloses the method of 
processing native language characters and pronunciations in order to obtain Internet 
keywords (see col. 5, lines 18-33), but does not explicitly state the method used to 
perform the steps of processing, these steps being the method of parsing the query 
string against a Full Chinese Pinyin Words List and splitting the query string into one or 
more Chinese phonetic spelling words and using further processing methods to find 
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Internet keywords. However, Maruyama discloses language processing wherein the 
query is split up (col. 3, lines 38-40), and each portion is parsed using a Pinyin words 
list (col. 3, lines 41-52). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention would have found it obvious to utilize the method disclosed by Maruyama to 
parse the input string using a dictionary in combination with the language processing 
method disclosed by Tout. The rationale used for motivation in the combination for 
claim 2 applies equally as well to claim 3. 

14. Regarding claim 5, Tout discloses the method of processing native language 
characters and pronunciations (see col. 5, lines 18-33), but does not explicitly state the 
method used to perform the steps of processing, the steps being the determination of 
whether the notations are full phonetic spelling words or abbreviations of phonetic 
spelling words. However, Maruyama discloses language processing of both full and 
abbreviated words (see col. 5, lines 53-62, col. 7, lines 53-61 and col. 8, lines 15-31) 
and also the method of parsing an abbreviated input string using a Chinese phonetic 
spelling word by using a dictionary (see col. 4, lines 34-45 and col. 7, lines 44-48). One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention would have found it 
obvious to utilize the method disclosed by Maruyama to parse the input string using a 
dictionary in combination with the language processing method disclosed by Tout. The 
rationale used for motivation in the combination for claim 2 applies equally as well to 
claim 5. 

1 5. Regarding claim 6, as stated above for claim 5, Tout discloses the method of 
processing native language characters and pronunciations in order to obtain Internet 
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keywords (see col. 5, lines 18-33), but does not explicitly state the method used to 
periderm the steps of processing, these steps being the method of parsing the query 
string against a Full Chinese Pinyin Words List and splitting the query string into one or 
more abbreviated Chinese phonetic spelling words and using further processing 
methods to find Internet keywords. However, Maruyama discloses language processing 
wherein the query is split up (col. 3, lines 38-40), and each portion is parsed using a 
Pinyin words list (col. 3, lines 41-52). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention would have found it obvious to utilize the method disclosed by 
Maruyama to parse the input string using a dictionary in combination with the language 
processing method disclosed by Tout. The rationale used for motivation in the 
combination for claim 2 applies equally as well to claim 6. 
16. Regarding claim 8, Tout discloses the use of table and the determination of 
Internet keywords (see col. 5, lines 18-33), but does not explicitly state the table being a 
natural language table and parsing the input and using the table to determine Internet 
keywords. However, Maruyama discloses language processing of words (see col. 7, 
lines 53-61 and col. 8, lines 15-31) and also the method of parsing an input string using 
a Chinese phonetic spelling word by using a dictionary (see col. 4, lines 34-45 and col. 
7, lines 44-48). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention 
would have found it obvious to utilize the method disclosed by Maruyama to parse the 
input string using a dictionary in combination with the language processing method 
disclosed by Tout. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
such a combination because Tout's invention is intended to be used for many 
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languages when handling domain queries, in this instance, one would be motivated to 
use the method disclosed by Maruyama in order to handle input queries submitted in 
Chinese (see Tout, col. 4, lines 18-30 and Maruyama, col. 1, lines 8-15). 

1 7. Regarding claim.9, as stated above for claim 8, Tout discloses the use of table 
and the determination of Internet keywords (see col. 5, lines 18-33), but does not 
explicitly state the method used to perform the steps of processing, these steps being 
the method of parsing the query string against a Chinese English Words List and 
splitting the query string into one or more Chinese words and using further processing 
methods to find Internet keywords. However, Maruyama discloses language processing 
wherein the query is split up (col. 3, lines 38-40), and each portion is parsed using an 
English words list (col. 3, lines 41-52). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention would have found it obvious to utilize the method disclosed by 
Maruyama to parse the input string using a dictionary in combination with the language 
processing method disclosed by Tout. The rationale used for motivation in the 
combination for claim 8 applies equally as well to claim 9. 

18. Regarding claim 19, Tout discloses the method of processing native language 
characters and pronunciations (see col. 5, lines 18-33), but does not explicitly state the 
method used to perform the steps of performing spelling error checks and automatically 
providing corrections to spelling errors. However, Maruyama discloses language 
processing of both full and abbreviated words (see col. 7, lines 53-61 and col. 8, lines 
15-31) and also the method of parsing an input string using a Chinese phonetic spelling 
word by using a dictionary in order to provide proper spelling of Chinese phonetically 
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spelled words (see col. 4, lines 34-45 and col. 7, lines 44-48). One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the applicant's Invention would have found it obvious to utilize the 
method disclosed by Maruyama to parse the input string using a dictionary in 
combination with the language processing method disclosed by Tout. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to make such a combination because Tout's 
invention is intended to be used for many languages when handling domain queries, in 
this instance, one would be motivated to use the method disclosed by Maruyama in 
order to handle input queries submitted In Chinese (see Tout, col. 4, lines 18-30 and 
Maruyama, col. 1, lines 8-15). 

19. Claims 4, 7, 10, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tout and Maruyama in view of Bates et al. (U.S. 6,873,982), 
hereinafter referred to as Bates. 

20. Regarding claim 4, 7, 1 0, 1 1 , the combination of Tout and Maruyama disclose ah 
environment wherein internet keywords are received in a group, but does not explicitly 
disclose a method for creating rules and assigning weights to keywords in order to 
provide a results lists that is sorted based on rules in conjunction with assigned weights. 
However, Bates discloses an ordering of database search results wherein the search 
results are ordered based on rules specifically set which sort the results based on 
assigned weights to the search results (col. 14, lines 6-32). One of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicants invention would have found it obvious to implement a 
sorting method for a results list based on weights assigned to keywords in a database 
searching routine. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
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implement the sorting function disclosed by Bates as explained above in combination 
with the environment provided by the combination of Tout and Maruyama because, as 
disclosed by Bates, it is well known and desirable when providing a search results list to 
be able to provide to a user ordered search results with the most relevant items 
provided to the user at the top of the list (see Bates, col. 2, lines 29-39). 

Response to Arguments 

21 . Applicant's arguments filed 06 January 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

22. Applicant argues that "There is simply no teaching or section in column 5, lines 
18-33 of Tout to determine whether information input to a browser is either a native 
language pronunciation or a name language characters" and "The Tout reference that 
cited by the Examiner does not mention or discuss the input of native characters or 
native pronunciations nor does it teach that native characters or pronunciations can be 
input to a computer to find a web resource." 

23. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., determine whether information input to a browser is either a native language 
pronunciation or a name language characters" and "input of native characters or native 
pronunciations nor does it teach that native characters or pronunciations can be input to 
a computer to find a web resource") are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although 
the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification 
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are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 . 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

24. In the interest of compact prosecution, the Examiner would like to point out that 
the claim as written, specifically "(a) identifying whether an input is one of a URL 
address, English words, native language characters, and native language pronunciation 
notations" (emphasis added), requires the ability to identify at least one. Tout clearly 
provides the ability to identify at least a URL address in column 5, lines 18-33. 
Therefore, claim 1 as currently written is not deemed patentable over the prior art 
record. 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/069,415 
Art Unit: 2142 



Page 12 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3899. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4, IFP Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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